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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-12 are pending. 

2. Appeal Brief filed 10/03/2005 has been received and 
considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section- 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-4, 6-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Coley et al (US 5790664), further in 
view of Davis (US 5473692) and further in view of Abraham et al 
(US 5539906) . 

As per claims 1, 9, and 10, Coley et al discloses, removing 
a privilege and monitoring the number of applications that have 
privilege to a program (see column 13 line 56 through column 14 
line 27) . 



Coley et al fails to disclose transferring the privilege. 
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However, Davis teaches transferring a privilege (see column 
2 lines 58-65, and 8-21) . 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to use Davis' teaching of 
transferring privileges in the system of Coley et al. 

Motivation to do so would have been to have the 
functionality of a dongle in an integrated circuit (see column 2 
lines 58-65) . 

The modified Coley et al and Davis system fails to disclose 
the privileges are with respect to a resource manager. 

However, Abraham teaches a resource manager (see column 11 
lines 24-30, column 12 lines 51-62, column 13 lines 5-16) . 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art for the resource manager 
of Abraham to have the privileges of the modified Coley et al 
and Davis system. 

Motivation to do so would have been to allow access to data 
and processes only to users authorized to do so (see Abraham 
column 3 lines 1-40) . 

As per claim 2, the modified Coley, Davis and Abraham 
system discloses transferring of the privilege to the new system 
program comprises: registering the new system program; setting a 
privilege identity for the new system program; and incrementing 
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a privilege process count (see Coley column 13 line 56 through 
column 14 line 27). 

As per claim 3, the modified Coley, Davis and Abraham 
system discloses privilege registration comprises: requesting a 
privilege transfer to the resource manager by the new system 
program; and determining whether the new system program 
requesting the privilege transfer currently has a privilege to 
the resource manager (see Coley column 13 line 56 through column 
14 line 27) . 

As per claim 4, the modified Coley, Davis and Abraham 
system discloses determining whether the new system program 
making a request has privilege to the resource manager further 
comprises determining whether the new system program has a 
previous registration (see Coley column 13 line 56 through 
column 14 line 27) . 

As per claim 6, the modified Coley, Davis and Abraham 
system discloses providing a new privilege identity by the new 
registered system program (see Coley column 13 line 56 through 
column 14 line 27). 

As per claim 7, the modified Coley, Davis and Abraham 
system discloses setting the privilege identity of the resource 
manager to the privilege identity of the new system program 
making the request; determining whether the requesting program 
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is marked as privilege; and marking the requesting program as 
privileged when the program has not been previously marked as 
privileged (see Coley column 13 line 56 through column 14 line 
27) . 

As per claim 8, the modified Coley, Davis and Abraham 
system discloses determining whether a privilege process count 
is greater than zero; determining whether a requesting program 
is privileged; marking the requesting program as privileged and 
returning privilege to the requesting program (see Coley column 
13 line 56 through column 14 line 27). 

As per claim 11, the modified Coley, Davis and Abraham 
system discloses transferring a privilege to a new system 
program that will administer the resource manager further 
comprises initializing a program having a system privilege, the 
initialized program being a native administrative system program 
(see Coley column 13 line 56 through column 14 line 27). 

As per claim 12, the modified Coley, Davis and Abraham 
system discloses the transferring the privilege to access the 
resource manager away from the system program that had the 
privilege during the initialization further comprises the step 
of disabling the system program that had the privilege during 
initialization from disabling that privilege (see Coley column 
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13 line 56 through column 14 line 27 and Davis column 2 lines 8- 
21) . 

5. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the modified Coley, Davis and Abraham system 
as applied to claim 3 above, and further in view of Hinsley et 
al (US 5295266) . 

As per claim 5, the modified Coley, Davis and Abraham 
system fails to disclose determining if a program has a 
privileges is determined by checking if the program is a 
descendent of another. 

However, Hinsley et al teaches privileges with descendents 
(see column 3 lines 34-36) . 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to use Hinsley et al's 
privileges in the modified system of Coley, Davis and Abraham. 

Motivation to do so would have been for all children to 
have the same privileges as the parent (see column 3 lines 34- 
36) . 

Response to Arguments and Amendments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-10 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground (s) of 
rejection, which therefore reopens prosecution. 
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7. Claims 11 and 12 that were not entered after final have 
been entered and considered in this action. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Nolan (US 
5146575) discloses transferring privileges. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Michael 
Pyzocha whose telephone number is (571) 272-3875. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 7:00am - 4:30pm first Fridays of the 
bi-week off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be 
reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 09/738,367 



Page 8 



Art Unit: 2137 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 



MJP 



SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 




